


























































































































INTENSIVE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF THREE TRACTS IN NORTH CAROLINA
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Figure 15. Sites located in the Long tract, Edgecombe County (base map is USGS Hartsease 1981, 1:24,000).
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Figure 16. Sites located in Hickory tract, Nash County (base map is USGS Ringwood 1963, 1:24,000).
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Figure 17. Sites located in Wesvanco tract, Vance County (base map is USGS Henderson 1970PR82,
1:24,000).
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Site 31ED346 is located on Wagram loamy
sand with 0-6% slopes. In general, these soils have an
Ahorizon of dark grayish brown (2.5Y4/2) loamy sand
to seven inches helow the surface over a pale yeﬂow

2.5Y7/4) Ioamy sand up to 29 inches below the
surface. The B horizon occurs below this as a yellowish
brown (10YR5/8) loamy sand. Shovel testing revealed
that the A horizon soils have eroded slightly, most

li.[zely due to recent plowing and erosion.

The data sets present at the site include only
four non-diagnostic quartz lithics, These artifacts do ~
not permit a discussion of sign.iﬁcant research
questions. In addition , the location of the site and the
eroded soils at the site
suggest that the site will

window glass fragments, an aqua glass jar Lagment, a
whiteware Eragment, a brown salt glazed stoneware
f_ragment, and a Bristol exterior glaze& gtoneware
ﬁagment. Shovel tests were placed in a cruciform
pattern with the center shovel test placed in the center
of the surface artifacts. This test, N200 E200
contained two small whiteware Eragments. Eigh’c
additional shovel tests pro&uced no other artifacts

(Figure 20).

Site 31ED347* is located on Norfolk loamy
sand with 2-6% slopes. Generally, these soils have an
A horizon of brown (10YR5/3} loamy sand and light
yellowish brown {10YR6/4) loamy sand to 12 inches.

not pro&uoe data sete
necessary to address
significan’r research .

questions.

Asa result, site
31ED346 is not
recommended as e]igible

e —

Register of Historic
Places and no {'Lu—ther

|
for the National |
|
management work is ||

recommenclecl. |

——
—_—

Site 31ED347* s |.
a historic scatter located i
900 feet south of ‘
Higllway 64Aand 2400 |
feet west of Kingshoro
Road in a heavily
wooded area accessed by
an overgrown logging
road. The central UTM
coordinates are
N3979230 E25778¢
and the elevationis 110 ? 2:0
feet AMSI.. The site SCALE IN FEET
was located along the
side of the dirt road and
surface artifacts were
collected, i_ncluding two

Figure 18. Map of 31ED345, Long tract.

CULTIVATED
FIELD

QO NEGATIVE SHOVEL TEST
“~~. SURFACE SCATTER
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Figure 19. Map of 31BD346, Long tract.

OVERGROWN ACCESS ROAD

would require a
much broader
range of data
then we have
found at

31ED347*. For
; * example, te
N explore site

hncﬁon, it is

. necessary for the
site to yielcl more
. arti.ﬁaots, features,
and material
suitable for

dating. It is also
necessary for the
site to exhibit, at
WooDs the very leas-t,
I some &egree of

’ intra-site
patterning,
perT h a p B
concentrations of
nails or otller
construction
O NEGATIVE SHOVELTEST hardware reflected
“~_. SURFACE SCATTER in surface
R collections or
shovel testing
density. None of
theSe (].a’ca setd are
present. It seems

very u.ulilzely that

The B horizon consists of yellowish brown (10YR5/6)
samly cla.y loam. Shovel tests revealed that there has
been very little erosion of the A horizon soils, a.lthougl-;
there may have been some clamage to the site from
1oggi.ug activities.

The data sets recovered during surface
collections and testing represent the kitchen and
architecture artifact groups. These artifacts sugdest
that the site dates to the late nineteenth or ea.rly
twentieth century, While there are a number of
pertinent research questions that late nineteenth and
early twentieth century sites can address, such questions

38

the site has the
a}:)i]i‘ry to provide the data sets necessary in order to
address these questions. The site appears very
superﬁcial, yieldi.ng very few subsurface artifacts.

As a result, we recommend the site as not
eligible for inclusion on the National Register of
Historic Places and recommend no further
management actvities.

Historic Resource 1 is a house and large
warehouse or industrial structure located at the corner
of Highway 64A and Kingshoro Road. The house is

currently occupied and the larger structure is used as a
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flea market on the weekend called “the Packhouse.”
No shovel testing was done in the accompanying yards
{or these structures. The central UTM coordinates are
N3979500 E258500.

The house is a single story rectangular
building with a side gabled roof constructed of metal
sheeﬁng (Figure 21). The exterior is covered in metal
siding, and seems to have concrete foundations. A
hrigk central cll'mmey is visible from the front view of
the house. The roof extends to cover a full-width Porch
with wooden posts, concrete foundations and concrete
steps. There is a single double pane window located in
the front of the house between two panele& doors that
each have six pane windows.

The larger structure appears to have heen
constructed as a warchouse or storage building (Figure
22 and 23). It is a two story structure constructed of
horizontal  wood siding and

material, such as tobacco or cotton, would have been
hoisted up te the second story for storage tllrough these
doors, rather than climbing steps. ‘The name of the -
building, “The Packhouse,” also suggests its former
function

While this resource is not recommended as
potenﬁaﬂy e]igi]ale, we are recommemling that further
documentation of the resource be undertaken prior to
any grounc[ disturh ing or construction activities in the
area. Standing rural storage buildings that have
retained integrity and much of the original construction
materials, such as the Packing House, are not
Further documentation of the building

would add to our understanding of the area’s economic

]:listory and distribution of goocls.

commaon.

machine cut nails with wooden
post foundations. A metal siding
skirt has been placed at the base

of the base of the lnu.lclmg on the -

northern side. The side ga]:»lecl i
roof is constructed of metal
shee’cing. There are doors in the ' 225
northern (which faces Highway ;

04A) and eastern sides of the , Woops
Louse on both stories. All of ;NEDO-

these doors, except the door
currently used as an entranceway, 7S -
are boarded up. In addition, six
windows of the noxthern side of
the bui.lcling have also been
boarded up. A small tin roofed,
one story porch with wooden

posts covers the entranceway to o 25 50

the })uﬂding, which is accessed })y P —

. SCALE IN FEET
cither a wooden ramp or steps

resting on concrete blocke.

There warehouse or
storage function of the })uﬂcling
is suggestecl by the appearance of
doors located on both stories of

building. Large quantities of

h:igu,re 20. Map of site 31ED347*, Long tract.

® POSITIVE SHOVELTEST
O NEGATIVE SHOVELTEST
"~~~ SURFACE SCATTER

DIAT RCAD ’
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Figure 22, View of Historic Resource 1,“The Packhouse,” on the Long tract.
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Figure 23. View of Historic Resource 1, “The Paclkhouse,” Long tract.

Hickory Tract, Nash County

Site 31NS90 is a very large prehistoric lithic
scatter located in the castern portion of the tract in a
cultivated field. The site is situated 1500 feet west of
Beaverdam Swamp and 4800 feet east of Interstate 95.
The central UTM coordinates are N4002000
E250170 and the elevation is 120 feet AMSL.

Site 31NS90 is located on a slight hill that
slopes southeast towards Beaverdam Swamp. The site
seems to be concentrated on this southeast slope face.
The site was first noted during peclesh-ian survey of the
field. A general surface collection was begun until we
realized that the site covered a large area that would
require greater horizontal control than a general
collection. Rather than continue collecting the site in
a complete general coHection, we walked transects at
100-foot intervals, collecting artifacts along these
transects also at 100-foot intervals in order to

determine the site houndaries. This intensive collection
enabled us to pinpoint the heaviest surface
concentrations of ertifacts. Based on these surface
co]lec’cions, the site covers an area that measures
990,000 ft2. Dueto this large size, we decided to test
the site in a modified cruciform pattern, with the east-
west line of shovel tests place& in the heaviest
concentration of artifacts near the overgrown road that
bounded the field (Figu.re 245. The other north-south
lines were excavated in areas convenient for testing that
would do the least disturhance to the plan’cs. Shovel
testing was then done at 100-foot intervals, Tt was
decided that closer interval testing would need to he
performed at the next level of testing for the site.

More than 200 artifacts were recovered from
this site (listed in Table 49, with 177 collected from the
surface of the site and 30 artifacts recovered from the
subsurface. The majority of the artifacts (162)
consisted of quartz and rllyoui’dc flakes. Fourteen
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Used Morrow

Artifacts Recovered from 31NSQ0

Prov. Flakes Flakes Shatter Mitn. Carraway

Hammer

Point r:mg Biface frag. _stone Core Cobble

Surface:

Gen. Tl 1 37
Gen. Coll. 2 18
N100-300 E300 a8
N400 E300 7
N800 E300
NGOG E300
N200.900 BA0D
N500 B400
NOOQ E40¢
N100 E60G
N200 E&00
N300 E500
N$0D ES00
NS00 E5S00
N300 E6Q0
N500 E600
NOOO E6O0
N100 E700
N200 E700
N300 EZ00
No00 5700
N800 ET00
Napo ET00
N300 E80O
N500 ESD0
N200 EQ00
N400 EQ00
N500 EX0
N&G0 EX00 1
NZ06 EQ00
N800 E00D 1
NE00 E1000 1

Subsurfac:

N20O EO 1

N200 E10¢ 1

N200 B200 3
N200 Ee00
N200 BE700
N300 E200
N300 E6C0 3
N400 E200
N400 Ee00
N50¢ E200
NEOG E&00
No0d E600
N700 E800

B o =t BB W = W) 00 O = b e

W N

—

—_
—

Lo R

1 2 1
1
1 1 1

| )

Total 162 14 9

s}

thyollitic flakes were placecl in the used flake category,
alt]nougl'l many of these flakes appear to have fresh
eclges and may not ac{‘uaﬂy represent prel'ajstoric use.
Other non-diagnos'l:ic lithics recovered from the site
include three point fragments, nine hiface fragments,
three possible hammerstones, and two cores. Three
&iagnostic lithic artifacts were also recovered and

include two Morrow Mountain points and a Carraway
Triangular point. All three points are made of a
thyolliic material. One of the Morrow Mountain
points is somewhat unusual in its small size, meaguring
28 mm in length, falling just under Cooe’s minimum
length of 30 mm. However, the width to length ratio
of 1:1.5 is within his original definition (Coe

43




INTENSIVE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF THREE TRACTS IN NORTH CAROLINA

1964:37). While this is a small specimen, it appears to
otherwise fall within the Morrow Mountain definition.
The other Morrow Mountain point measures 51 mm in
Iengﬂl, while the Carraway Triangular point measures
27 mm in lengﬂl. These three points give us some
indication of the periods du.ring which the area was
used. Morrow Mountain points date to the Middle
Archaic Period (8,000-6,000 B.P.) and Carraway
Triangular points date to the Late Woodland Period
(1,200-400 B.P.).

Site 31NS90 is located an Goldshoro fine
sancly loam. Ty'pica.ﬂy, these soils have an A horizon of
dark grayish brown (10YR4/2) fine sandy loam to 10
inches helow the surface, overlying a B horizon of light
yellowish brown (2.5Y6/4) sandy clay loam. Shovel
testing at the site revealed that the A horizon has
eroded by approximately four inches, and in many
cases, the B horizon was visible at the surface. This

clamage is most lilzely due to the continued plowing and
cultivation of the field.

The data sets at site 3INS90 include mainly
non-&iagnosﬁc lithics and a few (liagnostic Lithics. The
&iagnosﬁc lithics p11ace use of the site cluring the Middle
Archaic and Late Woodland Period. These dates
suggest that this is a multicomponent site that may
have heen used extensively over the years,

A site’s eligibility must be assossed based on its
potential to address signi{:icant research questions.
There are a number of research questions that the site
may have the potential to address. The site’s ability to
address these questions will rest on further examination
of the site. Research topics have been outlined by
Sassaman and Anderson (1994}, hased on the Middle
and Late Woodland context they developed for the
South Carolina Department of Archives and History,
which are also applicable to the North Carolina area.

These signiﬁcant research questions include:

® The typofogicaf associgtion o)[ the
MALA point and especiaﬂy its spread
to other arcas of North Carofina. To
address this question, of course, it
would be necessary to identi’fy a site
with sealed contexts and large

A

asaem])]ages, similar to the original
Pen Point site.

® The iypo]ogica/ sr’gniﬁcance of the
Morrow Mountain I and II divisions.
To be able to address this question
sites must not only possess £ai1'1y
large numbers of these points, but
there must also be assemb]ages of
preforms, discarded points, and
flakes, all securely associated with the
points,

w The tcmpom/ pfacement of the
Morrow Mountain p]tase in North
Carolina's Middle Archaic cfzrono]ogy.
This question demancls, of course,
the presence of sealed features
capable of ptovi&ing either
radiometric or at least OCR dates.

Many of the research gquestions posed ]3y
Sassaman and Anderson (1994:183-192) are so broad
as to be best addressed throug}l conipatison research
incorporating either existing records or collections from
rnultiple sites. Others are primarily met}:lodological and
are related to the tec]miques used to either iclenﬁfy or
document Archaic sites. Some research topics, however,
are cleatly appropriate {or individual site locations,
C'learly, the guestion of extended use of the site ]:)egs
additional questions which Sassaman and Anderson
outline, For example: ’

w What information about group size
or duration of eccupation can be
determined ][rom assemlv]agcs? Can
specw'a] activity arcas be r'dentrj';'ea’
within  larger  assemblages? Are
structural remains present? Are the
remains that are)[auna’ the result o)[ane
or a )(ew visits, nuimerous visits, or
seasonal or year-round encampments?

In addition, the large surface scatter of Hakes

and poten’cial tools at the site may also p:ovi&e evidence
of technological changes in tool manafactures.
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A site’s eligibility is also based on the integrity
of site, which reflects its al’)i]ity to address research
questions. At this level of testing, It is difficult 1o
ascertain how plowing has affected the site's integrity.
However, the sheer size of the surface scatter
demonstrates that data sets have been preservecl at the
subsurface level, al’c[lough tlley have been turned up ]Jy
plowing. The size of the scatter and the multi-
component nature of the site also suggest that the site
has the poten‘cial to addresa ‘cy'pological questions, and
guestions concerning 1ong—term use of the site. The
1arge number of artifacts also indicates that the site has
the ability to produce a quantity of artifacts sufficient
for examining questions pertaining to intra-site
patterning, and possﬂale ’tec]mological changes.
Overall, at this level of testing, it appears that the site
does possess the integrity necessary to address research
questions.

T]ae above discussion

be avoided in this area until further archaeological
testing can be undertaken.

Site 31NSO1 is a small surface scatter of
lithics located in a cultivated field on the eastern side of
the farm, approximately 1,000 feet west of Beaverdam
Swamp and 3,500 feet north of Highway 44/33. The
central UTM coordinates are N4001920 E250240
and the elevation is 120 feet AMSL. The site was
located as we walked to transects in a recently plowed
feld at the field’s edge (Figure 25).

A total of two hammers-tones, a center
fragment ofa rhyoHitic hiface ﬁagmen‘c, and a r]:\yoﬂitic
flake were recovered from the surface, covering an area
that measured 75 feet by 20 feet. Nine shovel tests
were placecl in the area of the surface artifacts, but no

subsurface remains were recovered.

indicates that 31NS90 has
the ability to address
Bigniﬁcant research questions
that would aid in our
understanding of the Middle
Archaic Period, and perhaps
the Late Woodland Period.
only through
further archaeological testing
will it be
conclusively assess the site’s
ellgll)llﬂ:y for the National
Register of Historic Places.
For this reason, we
recommend 3INS90 as
potentially eligible for the
National Register and
recommend that further
testing involving the
excavation of several units he
undertaken to determine the
preservation of subsurface
remains and fea’cures, and
further assess the site's a]nﬂity
to address research questions.
Al ground dis’(uﬂsing
construction activities should

However,

possil)le to

Figure 25. Map of 31N391, Hickory tract.
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The site is located on Norfolk loamy sand with
2-6% slopes. Generally, these soils have an A horizon
of brown (LOYR5/3) loa.my sand and lig]lt yeuowis]:L
brown {(LOYRO6/4) loamy sand to 12 inches. The B
horizon consists of yellowish brown (LOYRS/6) sandy
clay loam. Shovel tests revealed that the A horizon is

somewhat clep leted, most lilzely dueto repeated Plowing
and cultivation of the field.

The data sets recovered from 31NS01 include

four non—cliagnos’cic lithics, which does not permit the
site to be dated. Soils also show some erosion and
obvious disturbance through cultivation. In order for
the site to he considered potentiaﬂy eligi]:le, the site
would need to have the potential to address important
research questions. Genera]ly, diagnostic materials
elucidate research questions pertinent to the site Leing
considered. However, without diagnostic materials, or
a greater number of artifacts, it is not possi.]:le to
construct significant research questions. Based on the

supex:[‘icial nature of the

CULTIVATED FIELD

O HNEGATIVE SHOVELTEST
. ® POSITIVE SURFACE COLLECTION
«———TR 22 TRANSECT DESIGNATION

SITE BOUNPARY

Figure 26. Map of site 3, Hichory tract.

site, the small artifact
nu_m]aer, and the lack of

non—diagnostic

materials, we

recommend this site as
not eligible for the
National Register of
Historic Places. No
further management
work is recommended.

Site 31NSO2

isolated
occurrence located in a
cultivated field on the
eastern e&ge of the
farm, approximately
300 feet north of
Highway 44/33 and
1,500 feet west of
Beaverdam Swamp.
The site is located on a
slight rise that slopes
southeast to Beaverdam
Swamp. The central
UTM coordinates are
N4001860 E250180
and the elevation is 120
feet AMSL.

is an

0 25 B0
[

SCALE IN FEET

A L'nyoﬂiﬁc
Savannah River
Stemmed point, a
rhyoﬂ.iﬁc sha’cter, and a
hammerstone were
located at the l)eg'ml:u'.ug
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of two transects, Table 5
. that able O.
eoverng an area E_: Artifacts Recovered From 31NS93**
measures 9,375 Glass
» ,) N

(Flgure “6) Six Prov, W[lltewg_re Aqua Ame’[hyst CIEE‘E Mill Nails _ Misc, -
shovel tests were placecl TR 4 SC 9 1
along Transect 101 | TR4SC10.11 3 1 1 1 1
and 25 feet west of the | TR53C 12 1
transect in an effort to TR & SC 14 1 1 UID metal
and recover subsurface TR7 5C 14 1 1 1 1 UID metal
remains. At Transect IR7SC15 1 i
102, § hovel TR 10 SC 10 1

, Tour shovel tests TR 11 SC 12 1
were placed in a TR11SC 13 1
cruciform pattern. TR138C14 1
None of these shovel Tt 19 3 4 4 3 1 2 (36)
tests producecl

artifacts,

The eite is located on Norfolk loamy sand with
2-6% slopes. As mentioned above, these soils have an
A horizon of brown {10YR5/3) loamy sand and ]lg]Jt
yellowish brown (10YR6/4) loamy sand to 12 inches.
The B horizon consists of yellowish brown (10YRS/6}
sandy clay loam. Shovel tests revealed that the A
horizon is somewhat &epleted, most likely due to

repeated, and recent, plowing and cultivation of the
field.

Data sets recovered from the site include two
non-diagnostic lithics and a Savannah River Stemmed
point, which dates to the Late Archaic. Although the
site can be dated to the Late Archaic Period, this small
number of artifacts does not permit signiﬁcant research
questions to be formulated. Because no subsurface
artifacts were recovered, it is unlikely that the site will
procluce artifacts that have the potential to address
research questions. For these reasons we recommend
that 3INS92 3 is not eligible for the National
Register. Howevet, we do suggest that if construction
activities are to take place in this portion of the farm,
an intensive surface collection bo undertaken at this
area to ensure that the site does indeed include on.ly
four artifacts, since at the time of the survey, the field
had heen recenﬂy plowecl, malzing surface artifacts more
difficult to recognize.

Site 31NS93** is a historic scatter situated

directly north of 31INS90 on the eastern edge of the
farm in a cultivated field (Figure 27). It is located
3,500 feet north of Highway 44/33 and approximately
1,500 feet west of Beaverdam Swamp. The central
UTM coordinates are N4002140 H250150 and the
elevation is 120 feet AMSLL.

The site was located cluzing pe&ea‘h:ian survey
of the field area. A total of 36 artifacts were collected
from the surface (listed in Table 5) in an area
measuring 625,000 [t2. Shovel testing was undertaken
along transects in areas that would not damage plants.
These shovel tests produced no artifacts. The only
dateable ceramics recovered £t(_)m the site include
undecorated whiteware ﬁagmeu’cs, which has a date
range from 1813 to 1900, placing the occupation of
the site some time after 1813,

'The site is located on Goldshoro fine sandy loam.
Typically, these soils have an A horizon of dark grayish
brown (10YR4/2) fine sandy loam to 10 inches below the
surface, over[ying a B horizon of ]jg]:d: yeﬂowish brown
(2.5Y6/4) sandy clay loam. Shovel testing at the site
revealed that the A horizon has eroded ]Jy appro:dmately
four inches, and in many cases, the B horizon was visible
at the surface. This damage is most likely due to the
continued p]owing and cultivation of the field.

The ~ data sets for site 3INSQ3**
include 36

ceramic, glass, and
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[Figure 27. Map of site 31INS93", Hickory tract.
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metal artifacts. These artifacts l)elong to the kitchen
(n=34) and architecture (n=1) antifact groups. The
small data sets present do not permit a discussion of
sigm'ﬁcant research questions. In order to address any
research questions, it would be necessary that the site
contain more a.rtifacts, fea{-ures, and materials suitable
for cb:onological control. These data sets are not
present at

3INSe3™. L

E250170 and the elevation is 120 feet AMSL.

The site was located during peclestrian BlUrvey
of the field along transects (Figure 28). Shovel testing
was undertaken in cruciform patterns where possible so
that plants would not be datmaged. No positive shovel
tests were producecl from this testing. The surface

is u.nlileely that
this superf:icial
site has the
abilit y to
pro&uce such
data sets. For 5
this reason,
31NS93" s ;

n o t

CULTIVATED FIELD

recommended
as e]_igi]ale for
the National
Register and no w N200 -
further -
management i

work 18 '

recom.mencled. ; +

Site
3INS94™ is a
historic surface
scatter situated
in a small ‘

cultivated feld

on t]le eastern
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OVERGROWN DIRT ROAD

TR 205
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edge of the
farm, It is
located 3,000
feet north of
Highway

44/33, and

approximafely
1,500 {eet west
of Beaverdam
Swamp. The
central UTM

coordinates are

N400L930
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Figure 28. Map of site 31N394*, Hickory tract.
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TR 402
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@ POSITIVE SURFACE COLLECTION
l«— TR 22 TRANSECT DESIGNATION
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Figure 29. Map of site 31NS95, Hickory tract.

cultivation of the
feld.

The data
sets at I1INSO4*
include ceramic,
glass, and nail
artifacts, which
belong to the
kitchen and
architecture artifact

groups. While
+ there are a number
N of pertinent
research quesHons
that late nineteenth
and early twentieth
century sites can
address, such

TR 404

research questions
would require a

much ]Jroacler
range of data then
we have found at

this site. For

0[ —-—u example, to'explore
SCALE IN FEET site function, it is

necessary for the

_ - site to yielcl more

artifacts, feat-ures,
and material

suitable for dating .

scatter covered an area measuring 180,000 ft2. Brick
was noted at the southeastern ec!ge of the site. A total
of 18 artifacts were recovered from the surface
couec’cions, as noted in Table 6.

The site is located on Goldsboro fine sandy
loam., Typicauy, these soils have an A horizon of dark
grayish brown {10YR4/2) fine sandy loam to 10 inches
below the surface, overlying a B horizon of light
yellowish brown (2.5Y6/4) sandy clay loam. Shovel
testing at the site revealed that the A horizon has
eraded lay appraximately four inches, and in many
cases, the B horizon was visible at the surface. This
damage is most Ii.l?Ely due to the continued plowing and

50

Tt is also necessary

for the site' to
exhibit, at the very least, some degree of intra-site
patterning, per]:laps concentrations of nails or other
construction hardware reflected in surface collections or
shovel testing density. Nome of these data eets
necegsary are present. It seems very unlikely that the
site has the a]:uhty to provide the data sets necessary in
order to address these questions, The site appears not
only very superficial, yielding no materials in the
shovel testing, but also appears to have been intensively
plowed, further reducing the potential to recover in situ
historic remains.

As a result, 3INSQ4* is recommended as
ineligible for inclusion on the National Register and no
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Table 6.
Artifacts Recovered from 31NS94™*

Prov, Artifacts
TR2058C6 1 whiteware fragment
1 red glass
2 aqua g]a.ss
3 clear glass
T2068C 1 1 UID ceramic
1 UID nail
5 clear glass
TR 206 8C 3 1 whiteware fragment
1 milk glass
2 clear glass

TR2078C4 1 mmilk glass

the B horizon was visible at the surface. This erosion
has most ]jlzely taken place t]lrougll plowi.ng and
cultivation of the fields over the years.

The data sets present at 31N 595 include only
two non-diagnostic lithics, Such a small data set does
not permit a discussion of signif:icant research
questions., It is also lm]ﬂeely that the site will proc[uce
data sets necessary to formulate such questions, based
on the sparsity of artifacts in this area. For these
reasons, site 31INS9S is recomrnem:led as not e]igi]:)le
for inclusion on the National Register, and no further

managetment wortk is recommmended.

Site 31NS96 is small lithic scatter located in
cultivated feld 2,500 feet north of Highway 44/33 and

further management work s
recommended.

Site 3INSO5 ie located ina ||
cultivated field 1,600 feet west of ‘
Beaverdam Swamp and 3,200 feet
north of Highwa.y 44433, The central
UTM coordinates are |
N4001790E250130 and the ||
elevation iz 120 {eet AMSL., ‘

The site was located &uring a
pedestrian survey of the feld along
Transect 403 {Figure 29). Two large \
primary quartz flakes were recovered |

om an area measuring 25 feet by 28
feet in diameter, Shovel testing in a |
cruciform pattern pro&uee& no other 5
artifacts.

The site is located on
Norfolk loamy sand with 2-6% slopes.
Generally, these soils have an A
horizon of brown {10YRS5/3) loamy
sand and light yellowish brown
(10YR6/4) loamy sand to 12 inches.
The B horizon consists of yellowish
brown {10YR5/6) sandy clay loam.
Shovel tests revealed that the A

horizon has eroded and in some cases, Fig“—‘fe 30. Map of site 31NE96, Hiclzory tract.
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1,500 feet west of Beaverdam Swamp. The central
UTM coordinates are N4QO1750 E250140 ancI t]:le
elevation is 120 feet AMSL.

During a pedestrian survey of the field, a large
r}:lyol]iﬁc core was noted at the eclge of the field near
Transect 403 (Figure 30). At the first surface
collection, a quartz flake and a ﬂ:lyou.itic Hake were
collected. The surface collection covers an area that
measures 1,250 ft2. Shovel testing in a cruciform
pattern pmduced no other artifacts.

The site is located on Norfolk loamy sand.
These soils have an A horizon of brown (10YR5/3)
loamy sand and light yellowish brown (10YR6/4} loamy
sand to 12 inches, and a B horizon of yellowish brown
(LOYRS5/6) sandy clay loam. Shovel tests revealed that
the A horizon has eroded and in some cases, the B
horizon was visible at the surface. This erosion has

most lilaely taken place tllmugh plowing and cultivation
of the fields over the years.

The data sets present at the superﬁcial site
include only three non-cliagnos‘ric lithics. This small
number of artifacts does not enable aignif:icant research
questions to be developed. In addition , the sparsity of
artifacts in a plowed field suggests that the site will not
produce data sets necessary to address signiﬁcant
research questions. For these reasons, 3INS96 is
recommended as not eligﬂnle for inclusion on the
National Register of Historic Places. No further

management wotk is recommended.

Historic Resource 1 is located directly west
of the Hickory tract, approximately 1,000 feet east of
Interstate 95 and 1,800 feet northeast of Highway
44/33.

The structure is an abandoned gtorage lmjj&ing
constructed of metal sicling with a metal roof and
concrete foundations {Figure 31). Tt i a two story
Luildi.ug with a set of doors at the west side of the
}Juﬂ&ing and a sing]e second story door on the east side

LF‘igm—e 31. View of Historic Resource 1, Hickory tract.
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of the building. The structure is overgrown on the
north and south sides with vines.

This structure is located outside of the
proposed impact area. We recommend it as ineIigi]ule
for inclusion on the National Register and no further
management work is recommended.

Wesvanco Tract, Vance County

Qite 31VN258 is an isclated occurrence of
two hammerstones. The site is located 800 {eet east of
Martin Creek Road and 200 feet west of the north-
south dirt road that runs t]umugh the tract, The site is
situated on a terrace approximately 600 feet north of a
finger of Martin's Creek, The central UTM
coordinates are N4018770 734440 and the elevation
is 480 feet AMSL.,

The site was located during a pedestrian survey
of a recent bulldozer cut through a forested area (Figure
32). The two hammerstones were located within an
arez measuring 15 feet l)y 10 feet. No other artifacts

were recovered from the surface of the hulldozer cut and
the thick leaf litter did not permiit a peflestrian sutvey of
the forested area. Routine shovel testing in the area
proclucecl no artifacts. A series of nine shovel tests were
placed in a cruciform pattern centering on the positive
surface collection. These tests producecl no other
artifacts,

The site is located on Appling sandy loam with
2 to 8% slopes. Typical Appling soils have ten inches
of an A horizon of brown (10YR5/3) sandy loam
overlying a B horizon of vellowish brown {10YR6/8)
sandy clay loam. The shovel test soils at site 1 showed
some depleﬁon of the A horizon.

The data sets present at 3TVN258 include
only two non-cliagnosﬁc lithics in a recently disturbed
area, Alt]:mugh these types of artifacts are uncommon
isolated occurrences, testing produced no other
atifacts, suggesting that the site includes only these
two artifacts. Due to the lack of diagnostic artifacts,
the only research questions that could be formulated are
very broad, and would not be considered signiﬁcan’c. In

addition, the data set is insufficient to

BULLDOZER OUT

0 Q \ 9]
VY Y YYY YN Y Y Y .
WOo0Ds
0
) 2 50 o O NEGATIVE
SCALE IN FEET M. . SURFACE

Figure 32. Map of 31VN258, Wesvanco tract.

address research questions. It is
unlikely that he site has the potential
to procluce artifacts that can address
important research questions, as
testing revealed no other artifacts.
For these

recommended

reasons, site 1is
ineligﬂ:]e for
inclugion on the National Register
and no further management work is
recommended.

das

Site 31VN259* is a
historic cemetery located 750 {eet east
of Martin Creek Road and 100 feet
west of the dirt yoad that runs tln:ough
the tract. The central UTM
coordinates are N40Q 18720 E734450.
The cemetery is situated in a cleax:ing
surrounded ]Jy mixed hardwoods and
kudzu (Figure 33). Three historic
structures are located 200 feet
southeast of the cemetery. The
cemetery consists of approximately 30

SHOVEL TEST
SCATTER
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Figure 33. View of 31VN259**, historic cemetery, Wesvanco tract.

gravestones, fieldstones, and temporary markers, These
vigible markers cover an area measuring approximately
00,000 £, al’c]nough it is ]ilzely that there are
unmarked graves located in the area. The two mest
common surnames on the cemetery markers are Abbott
and Wormack, and many of these stones date to the
late nineteenth and twentieth century. The eroded field
stones present at the cemetery suggest that the cemetery
is older than the dates shown on the stones.

Cemeteries are often viewed in the context of
historic places, &esign, 1a.mlscape, or historic people
under National Register Criteria A, B, and C.
However, National Register Bulletin 41 clearly indicates
that cemeteries can and should be assessed under
Chriteria D as sites that have yielclecl or may be lilzely to
yield information in prelﬁstory and llistory. Under
Criterion D, a cemetery's eligil:ili‘cy assessed flLtoug}l

steps similar to arcl-laeological site assessment. First,
the site's data sets are identified. These would include

grave goods, coffin hardware, human remains,
lamlscape features, coffin remains, or associated
p[anﬁngs. Second, the historic context applical)le to
the cemetery must be identified in order to provide a
framework for the evaluative process, The known
historic context for this cemetery ranges from the late
nineteenth century to the twentieth century, and
possi]aly earlier. T]:m:d, important research questions
that the cemetery may be able to address, given the data
sets and context must be identified. Given the context
of the cemetery, there are a number of important
research questions acldressing sociceronomic status,
social organization, et]:micity, and budal rituals.
Fourth, the integrity of the cemetery must be addressed
to ensure that the data sets are well preserved to address
the research questions. The positioning of the stones
indicates that the cemetery has good integrity and has
not heen altered.

This analysis indicates that the cemetery has
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the poten’cial to address important research questions the cemetery, we s‘rrongly recommend that before any
and is therefore recommended as potentiaﬂy eligible for grouncl c]isﬁu:bing activities take place in the vicinity of
the National Register of Historic Places, While it is the cemetery, a pentrometer study be undertaken to
possible that construction can be undertaken outside of determine the number of unmarked graves present and
the true extent of the
cemetery.

B it e
[ ———— —_— - = 31VN260** is a
Listoric site located
along a dirt road that
runs tllroug]:t the
Wesvanco tract,
approximately 700
feet east of Martin's
CIBEIE ROad ancl
2,500 feet north of a
finger of Martin's
CIEGIE- T]Je Centl’al
UTM coordinates are
N4019320 E734530
and the elevation is

480 feet AMSL.

- — -

' MODERN /
1| Naoo.  TRASH \
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The site was
located near two large
WooDs pﬂes of modern trash
- (Figure 341, A
surface scatter of
historic artifacts was
noted in a clearing

?;:?HO west o£ the dirt road.
The majority of the

SCALE IN FEET scatter was

concentrated less than
E200 10 feet west of the

road and appearetl to

WwooDs

DIRT ROAD

ave been recen’cly
® POSITIVE SHOVELTEST bulldozed. A small
sample of artifacts was
O NEGATIVE SHOVELTEST colleoted  from  the
~ -~ SURFACE SCATTER scatter and included a
whole blue bottle with
a rusted cap, a small
clear glass bot‘tle, and

a whiteware plate rim.

Figure 34. Map of site 31VN260**, Wesvanco tract, The 4%-inch Dlue

~
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Figure 35. View of Historic Resource 1, Wesvanco tract.

bottle reads “CENUINE PHILLIPS MADE IN
USA” on the bottom. This hottle most h'leely
represents a Plliﬂips Milk of Magnesia bottle which was
introduced in 1924 (Fike 1987:141). The small clear
bottle measures 2Vs-inches and may represent a

. medicine or toﬂet‘ry bottle. Shovel tests were Plaoecl at
the edge of the scatter in a cruciform pattemn to
determine the subsurface extent of the site. Two
positive shovel tests pro&ucecl two pieces of blue on
white porcela.in and a milk glass cap which measures 2-
inches in diameter. The cap reads “BRISTQOL-
MEYERS CO. MUM® NET WT .42 OZ. MADE
IN U.S.A. NEW YORK NY.” No information could
he located on this parﬁcula.r bottle cap, although the
“Mum” procluct was originauy proclucecl ]Jy George B,
Evans of Phjladelpizu'a. and sold for 25 cents in 1926.
These artifacts suggest that the site was occupied in the
early twentieth century.

The site is located on App]ing sa,ncly loam,
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which generally has ten inches of a brown (10YR5/3)
sandy loam A horizon overying 2 B horizon of
yellowish brown {10YR6/8) sandy clay loam. The
shovel tests soils were consistent with this typica.l
description for Appling sandy loam. The data
sets collected from the site include medicine and
toiletry hottles and ceramics. A number of Litchen
group artifacts were also located in the surface scatter,
but were not collected. The artifacts recovered from the
site suggest that it was occupiecl in the first half of the
twentieth century. There are a number of important
research questions that early twentieth century sites
may address. For example, questions regarcling site
funcﬁon, socio-economic  status, et]:micify and
consumer choice are pertinent research topics for
twenticth century sites. However, this site does not
appear to have the integrity necessary to address
research guestions based on the recent disturbance of
the site. For this reason, we recommend the site as
ine].igil)le for placement on the National Register. No



Figure 36. View of Historic Resource 2, Wesvanco tract.

further management work is needed.

Historic Resources 1, 2, and 3 are situated
in the southern portion of the tract a.long the dirt road
that runs through the tract. These structures, shown
on the Henderson, NC 1970PRS82 topographic quad
map. T]Jey are located 1,000 feet east of Martin's
Creek Road, and 300 feet north of a finger of Martin's
Creek. The central UTM coordinates are N4018530
E734475.

These three structures appear to be a house
and two ou’cl)uilclings, al’cl’lougll these structures are so
clilapicla.’ced that it is difficult to determine their
function. The area surrounc]ing these structures is
littered with modern refuse and camper tops. Historic
Resource 1 appears to have been a two story l)ulldmg
with machine cut wood siding and a tin roof. The
I)uilding has heen overtaken ljy lzud.zu (Figure 35), and
it was not possible to see more of the structure’s detail.

Historic Resource 2 was in a worse state of decay than
Historic Resource 1. This structure is located
approximately 50 feet north of Historic Resource 1.
The only visible details of the structure are the metal
roofing and machine cut wood si&ing seen in Figure
36. This structure may have been a house, but it was
very difficult to decisively determine the function of this
builcli.ug. Historic Resource 3, located approxima’cely
75 feet northeast of Historic Resource 2 appears to
have been a storage I)Luldmg The remnants of this
structure consist of hand and machine cut roofing
supports, machine cut rooﬁng planlzs, and concrete
foundations (Figure 37).

These historic resources do not possess the
sign.ificance necessary for inclusion on the National
Register of Historic Places. For this reason, we
recommend Historic Resources 1, 2, and 3 as
i_ne[igible. No further management work is recommend
for these resources,
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Figure 37. View of Historic Resource 3, Wesvanco tract.




SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Long, Hickory, and Wesvanco tracts in
E&gecoml)e, Nash, and Vance Counties respec’tively,
were surveyed in order to locate and record
arcllaeological sites and historic resources present on
the tracts, The surveys were conducted using shovel
tests along transects spaced at 100-foot intervals in
100 or 200-fvet increments. In addition, under
conditions of excellent ground vizibility, pedestrian
SUrveys were also undertaken,

The survey tracts are located in the Piedmont
and the Coastal Plain. The topography of the
Piedmont is characterized Ly gently sloping to
moderately steep hills. In the Coastal Plain, the
topography is generally flat with grades of less than 2%.
Where slopes are present {lley are usuaﬂy associated
with a waterway and often with its resulting erosion.

The survey tracts included a variety of natural
and man-made environments, inclucling cultivated and
fallow agricultural Gelds, plante.cl pine forests, mixed
pine/]narclwood forests, and wetlands. The Long tract
consisted of pines with a dense hardwood unclerstory
and cultivated and fallow fields. A Hnger of Walnut
Creek creates a small wetland area in the northeastern
portion of Long tract. The Hickory tract consisted
enﬁrely of cultivated felds, with a few small
intermittent streams running tbroug}: the tract. The
eastern portion of the tract is bordered by Beaverdam
Swamp. The Wesvanco tract included pine and oak
dominated [orests, and herbaceous vegetation, especially
kudzu. The southern portion of the tract is bordered by
Martin's Creek and a few small fingers of this drainage

create wetlands in Wesvanco tract.

Asa re_sult of the archaeological survey of
Long tract, three sites and one historic resource were
located and recorded. Of these sites and resolrces,
further documentation is recommended for Historic
Resource 1 before any construction activitiea are
undertaken at this tract. Thé remainder are not

recommended as eligilale for inclusion on the National
Register of Historic Places and no further management
worlk is recommended for these other sites and
Tesources,

Historic Resource 1 is located at the corner of
Kingshoro Road and Highway 64A. There are two
standing structures, a house and a storage ]:Juilc]ing
which are currently in use, that will Tequire further
documentation prior to development of the Long tract.
This docurnentation, is recommended due to the
condition of the ]:uﬂ&ings and the uncommon nature
of the storage bullclmg Further documentation, which
would include additional Pho’cographi.ng and researcl'ling
of the property, would add to our un&erstan&ing of the

- area’s economic ]:listory and distribution of goods.

A total of seven sites and a historic resource
were ocated and recorded at the Hickory tract in Nash
County, Of these sites and resource, only one, site
31INS90, is recommended as potentially eligible
because this site has the potenﬁal to address sig}:u'.ﬁcan’c
research questions pertaining to the Archaic and
Woodland Periods, In order to further assess the site's
eligibility for the National Register, we recommend that
further archaeological testing be undertaken.
Speciﬁcaﬂy, a number of excavation units should be
opened, in addition to intensive surface collection.
Until such work can be u_n(lertalzen, the site should be
avoided by all construction activities. No further
management work is recommended for the other sites
and historic resource.

The Wesvanco tract pro&uce& a total of three
sites and three historic resources. Site 31VN259*, a
historic cemetery, is recommended as potenﬁaﬂy
eligible. Based on the markers, the cemetery has been
used since the nineteenth century, We recommend
that a pentrometer survey and historical research be
undertaken to determine the extent of the cemetery's
houndaries prior to any ground clisfu.rbing activities in
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this area. It is very ].i}eely, given the presence of eroded
feldstones at the edge of the cemetery, that there are 2
number of unmarked graves that would be disturbed ]ay
any grouncl clis’turl)ing activity near the cemetery, This
work would help further assess the cemetery’s eligibility
for the National Register of Historic Places. No
further management work is recommended for the
other sites and historic resources.

It is posaible that archaeological remains may
be encountered in other portions of the survey tracts
during construction activities. Construction crews
should be advised to report any discoveries of
concentrations of artifacts (such as bottles, ceramics, or
projectile points) or brick rubble to the project engineer,
who should in turn report the material to the North
Carolina State Historic Preservation Office or to the
client's archaeologist. No construction should take
place in the vicinity of these late discoveries until ‘I'_lley
have heen examined ljy an arc]:laeologist.
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